From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 16:38:11 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 11:21:08 -0500
Message-Id: <Pine.OSF.3.90.950415120136.23472B-100000@govonca2>
From: Brien Pepperdine <pepperb@govonca2.gov.on.ca>
Subject: AC HUM - How 2 get rid of it?


For many people here used to restoring BAs this is probably an elementary 
question - I hope so, but I hope the List won't mind it being asked so 
that us new ones can learn and pass it all on.

I picked up the Hammarlund HQ-170-A (with clock) I had talked to a fellow 
about a few weeks ago (he met me half way), and it is fine as he said, 
and as one can expect these things to generally be.

However, the hum (AC, 60 cycle?) in the audio is a bit irritating. Not 
quite so obvious when a speaker is used (though there) but with 
headphones it is patently obvious and could easily be wearing over a 
period of time of listening (esp. copying CW). Now, it IS primarily for 
AM phone work, so close listening might not be its primary use, but I 
would like to attempt to remedy this.

Where does the problem likely lurk, usually?  Is it in a primary 
transformer in the AC line to tube voltage conversion process? Does it 
sometimes lie in the capacitors and rectifiers? I take it on theory that 
some component of AC is being transferred and NOT filtered out (should be 
a DC component, with no AC component, right?). 

In this receiver there are two high voltage caps before the primary, and 
after the secondary of the power transformer there are two silicon 
rectifiers (CER72C). In a perfect world, with wide parts availability, I 
would yank and replace everthing that should smooth and rectify, but with 
a parts "hunt" necessary usually, I'd like to more or less zero in as 
much as possible before going for invasive action.

I admit this might go a long away toward basic power supply theory, but 
maybe there is a little more, so anyone's experiences with 'rectifying' 
(hi, hi) these sort of hummy situations would be of use to me, and others 
I hope.

Thanks.


Brien
Toronto

pepperb@gov.on.ca

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 16:23:59 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 12:33:05 -0500
Message-Id: <8A771B9.000401609D.uuout@freddy.supernet.ab.ca>
From: shaun.merrigan@freddy.supernet.ab.ca (SHAUN MERRIGAN)
Subject: Re: Audio geeks


On 04/14/95, BRUCE BACON spoke about Re: Audio geeks; I say:

B
BB>Which is why I'm hoarding 3 each of every tube for my SP200, SX28 and
BB>HQ180C. Considering the above failure rate, these rigs should be
BB>playing fine into the 22nd century. =


BB>Anybody else have stories of exceptional BA reliability?  =



I have read where people think that the 26Z5W and the 3TF7 (as used in =

the R390A) are problems.  Well, I have NEVER had either type fail, =

including the ones left in their sockets and shipped with a used =

chassis, etc... .    R390A is used a lot, it usually gets turned on in =

the evening around 0000Z and off around 0500-0600Z.  I got this unit in =

1986....


Shaun

Shaun P. Merrigan
shaun.merrigan@freddy.supernet.ab.ca
merrigan@nyquist.ee.ualberta.ca
Almost 3rd Year EE University of Alberta

=FE CMPQwk 1.42-R1 856 =FESoftware Independent: Won't work w/ any softwar=
e


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 11:10:00 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 06:35:50 -0500
Message-Id: <950415073444_83988994@aol.com>
From: KD0HG@aol.com
Subject: Audio Geeks & WE Tubes

Marc, KB0JPQ asked if I had more info on the WECO, The Next Generation tubes
soon to be released....Marc, I have no other info on the subject but a FAX to
Western Electric @ 404-874-4415 will get you more info if you ask. WECO is
also going to be mfg and selling high quality digital and analog interconnect
cables- their first optical product is called Lightguide ST-1. If there's
anyone who might know how to make a superior cable- glass or copper it's
gonna be Western Electric. I think they might be interested in suggestions
from the public as to what kind of tubes to manufacture. The evil part of me
wants to suggest ANY tube that might be currently hoarded here or overseas
and overpriced beyond any reasonable value like the 211/VT4C...et tu,
speculatarii..!  Finally, I for those actually interested in
vintage/homebrew/hollow state audio I strongly recommend Sound Practices Magaz
ine Published by Joe Roberts
(e mail to SP@tpoint.com) or 512-339-6229. It's full of tidbits like the WECO
tube story and valuable articles like how to make a full range speaker system
out of a police car PA horn and a couple of high school gym speakers... Happy
Trails, <bill>

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 13:08:20 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 08:30:10 -0500
Message-Id: <199504151329.JAA01379@espresso.eng.umd.edu>
From: Philip Gwyinne McCoy <dgnova@glue.umd.edu>
Subject: CRV-30790

Subject CRV-30790:
on the transformer crv-30790, I don't have the current ratings
but the ratings of the power supply it was used in are
as follows:

taken from the USN manual "RADIO RECEIVING EQUIPMENT MODELS
RBB-2/RBC-2"
the power supply is rated as follows:

110/115/120 volts
100 watts
power factor 96%
Output:
6.3 volts ac 5.4 amps
17 volts ac at 0.6 amps
105 volts dc at 5ma regulated
200 volts dc at 78 ma
 Phil dgnova@eng.umd.edu

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 20:13:42 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 14:28:23 -0500
Message-Id: <199504151925.MAA03015@mailhost.primenet.com>
From: nx7u@primenet.com (Scott Townley)
Subject: Re: Documentation Needed

At 11:56 14.04.1995 -0500, AL KLASE wrote:
>Hi group,
>        I need a manual for a Hewellet Packard 312A frequency selective
>voltmeter.  I intend to use this instrument a a poor-man's spectrum
>analyser for some boatanchor development work.  Any help appreciated.
>
>73, Al N3FRQ
>
>
>---
>+------------------------------------------------------------------------+
>| Pics OnLine MultiUser System   609/753-2540 HST 609-753-1534 VFC V34BIS|
>| Massive File Collection - ftp,telnet,gopher,www,etc  2500+ Newsgroups  |
>| http://www.pics.com telnet://bbs.pics.com - Reverse FTP from the Board |
>+------------------------------------------------------------------------+
>
Try Ed Matsuda in San Diego, CA.  He carries a very complete selection of HP
manuals (got my 312A manual from him).
His number is (619)479-0225, FAX (619)479-1670.
This manual isn't practical to photocopy, it's several hundred pages long
with *lots* of fold-out sheets.
Good luck!
Scott 
nx7u@primenet.com


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 20:04:11 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 16:48:57 -0500
Message-Id: <950415174658_84379022@aol.com>
From: Randyc3@aol.com
Subject: Drake SPR-4 info needed

Does anyone out there have any experience with the SPR4? 

Is it solid state or hollow state?
Quality?
Reliability?
Gotchas when purchasing?

Price range for a clean used one?

Thanks

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 16:51:33 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 11:09:35 -0500
Message-Id: <9504151608.AA02726@cen.com>
From: gc@fox.gsfc.nasa.gov (Gary Chatters)
Subject: Re:  Equipment for Fix'n BAs

Bill writes:

>
>I'm starting to build up more test equipment for fixing BAs.  I have an HP 
>sig gen and an HP 10Mhz counter.  Was looking to buy an HP 410C, but the guy 
>at Tucker's said that they were $995, but a Hickok clone (1605M) was as good 
>and only $169 with RF probes, etc.
>
[...]
>
>How about a test equipemnt FAQ?
>

The replys to Bill's query have covered the topic of test equipment
quite well.  But test equipment is one of my favorite topics, 
so I'll try to fill in a little.

Call Tucker at 1-800-527-4642 and request one of their test equipment
catalogs.  As most people will tell you, their prices are several
times hamfest prices.  But you are paying for a complete unit with
probes (usually) and manuals with a 90-day warranty.  Even with those
considerations the prices tend to be high, but they'll occasionally
have a reasonable price on something.

The main reason I get their catalogs is that they are useful
references with pictures and some specs on the various equipment.


No one mentioned the Simpson 260 VOM.  If you are considering signal
generators and oscilloscopes, you probably already have one.  But
this should be one of the first pieces of equipment any ham buys.
I have bought a couple of these at hamfests in the $40-$50 range.

Things to consider when looking for a Simpson:  The probes might
not come with it.  That's no big deal, you get usable replacements
for $12-$15.  Check it out before buying.  Take along a 1.5v battery
or use your HT to check voltage.  Be sure all resistance ranges will
go to zero.  Open the battery compartment and check for corrosion
from leaky batteries.  Some can be cleaned up, but in one I saw
the battery terminals corroded away to the point of not being usable.

History question: The Simpson 260 has been around a long time.
They are up to at least series 8 by now.  Does anyone know when
this model first came on the market?

When DMMs got down to reasonable price levels I went out and
bought myself a Fluke 75.  Shortly thereafter I bought a 
Simpson because I found that the digital meter was nearly useless
for tuning up radios.  You need to be able to see that meter
needle waving up and down while you crank on the tuning slugs.
The DMM reacts to slowly.

The test equipment FAQ sounds like a good idea.

73,

Gary

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 20:08:12 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 14:24:44 -0500
Message-Id: <199504151923.MAA02804@mailhost.primenet.com>
From: nx7u@primenet.com (Scott Townley)
Subject: Fix'n BA's (esp. HP410B/C)

At 11:43 14.04.1995 -0500, C. R. (Bob) Zinck wrote:
>Agree that the HP410B is almost a must-have. Several years ago, I
>bought two for $ 30.00, one with probe and one without.
>As an experiment, I cobbled up a probe using 3/4" copper water pipe,
>turned down a couple of ends out of polystyrene, and used a 6AL5 for
>the rectifier.
>Supprisingly, this thing tracked the HP probe to over 50 MHZ, which
>is fine for me since I do mostly antique entertainment radios service.
>
>BTW, the 2-01C tube in the probe is available from AES at (are you
>sitting down) $ 60.00. I guess if you had a perfect 410 otherwise,
>it might be a good investment.
>
>Rgds....Bob...
>
>
Yeah, the 2-01C is an expensive little bugger...BUT, for those interested:
1. Halted Specialties (HSC) in Santa Clara, CA, a while back had replacement
probes for AC VTVMs for $4.95!!!!  Upon further physical inspection, they
indeed *do* contain a 2-01C vacuum diode.  I don't know if they still have
them, but for the price I'd get a couple!
P.S. these are NOT direct HP replacements.  The mechanicals are a bit
chintzier, but all you really need to do with them is remove the diode and
replace it in your already-existent HP probe.

2. If HSC is out of them, I have about four I could sell myself for the
deserving.  $7.00 (my cost plus shipping to you).  Reply directly.

Cheers, 
Scott
nx7u@primenet.com


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 20:17:54 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 14:21:11 -0500
Message-Id: <199504151919.MAA02444@mailhost.primenet.com>
From: nx7u@primenet.com (Scott Townley)
Subject: Re: Fix'n BA's (o'scopes)

At 11:52 14.04.1995 -0500, Joe Reda/HQ/3Com wrote:
>  
>>Of course, the main bit in 'scopes is bandwidth, and the main manufacturer
>>(or at least best) is Tektronix.
>>Unfortunately I can't remember their model number nomenclature!
>>Their 500-series 100 MHz scopes are around $300-$400.
>>Their 500-series 200 MHz scopes are about $100 more.
>
>
>Huh??!?  I can't imagine paying $300-400 for the Tek 500 series scopes.
>These are 30-year old big, heavy, tube-laden pieces of equipment.  Of
>course, I suppose if I had bought my 547 from Tucker instead of Mark
>Glusker, I would have paid about $800 for it.
>
>A few months ago, I posted a message here looking for a 545 and what
>to expect to pay for it.  Most folks said around $100 . . .
>
>73, Joe KC6TXU
>
As I disclaimed, I didn't exactly remember the model numbers...Sorry!
I did of course refer to the 465,475,485 series of Tek scopes.  I apologize
for any confusion I may have caused.
Lesson learned...if you're not sure, keep it shut!
scott
nx7u@primenet.com


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 05:09:58 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 00:28:51 -0500
Message-Id: <01HPCLVI76DU935L5R@delphi.com>
From: MLAZAROFF@delphi.com
Subject: FS: W20H Variacs

I recently acquired several nice (in fact, new-in-the-box) W20H
Variacs made by Technipower Co.  These are 120/240V input, 
0-240V output, rated 8A (max 10.4A) 2.5KVA.  Just the thing
for working on BAs!  Anyway, since I can really use only one,
the other couple are for sale at $75 each plus shipping (they
weigh about 20 lbs).  I got them as part of a package deal at
a local estate sale.  From what I understand they're worth
something like $200 new, so everyone makes out on this deal.
If interested, please e-mail to mlazaroff@delphi.com.

73, Mike KB3RG/6

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 02:09:29 1995
Date: Fri, 14 Apr 1995 23:25:59 -0500
Message-Id: <199504150424.XAA04094@uro.theporch.com>
From: kasley@fnal.gov
Subject: Re: Fwd: Teletype Help...

>
>Any help for this guy???
>
>
>----- Forwarded message begins here -----
>From: Jonathan Winter  <jwinter@pacificrim.net>
>Path: dove.nist.gov!uunet!EU.net!news.sprintlink.net!cs.utexas.edu!news.tamu.edu!baja.pacificrim.net!ppp16.pacificrim.ne
>t!user
>Date: Wed, 12 Apr 1995 20:04:08 -0800
>Subject: Teletype Help...
>...(stuff deleted)

Corresponding via email. Sounds like a vanilla Model 14
running open with no loop supply.

Paul WA9VYB

kasley@fnal.gov
Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory, Batavia, IL
RD/Controls Group


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 16:31:03 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 12:08:12 -0500
Message-Id: <199504151705.KAA06775@netcom14.netcom.com>
From: dgf@netcom.com (David Feldman)
Subject: How to clean dirty tube socket pins?

I'm resurrecting an old TR4, and I've been discovering a number of cases of
dirty tube sockets (that is, the sockets make poor contact with the tube
pins in some cases). This turned out to be the cause of supposedly "dead"
finals. Also, because of the weird series/parallel arrangement of tube
filaments in the TR4, the problem nearly destroyed a few of the tubes
by filament overvoltage!

Anyway, all of these tubes are the "miniature" type with the heavy solid
wire pins. Does someone have advice on how to clean the socket contacts?

73 Dave WB0GAZ dgf@netcom.com

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 21:02:39 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 18:13:54 -0500
Message-Id: <Pine.PCW.3.91.950415130340.14471A-100000@dip012.pixi.com>
From: Dave Creek <dcreek@pixi.com>
Subject: Re: How to clean dirty tube socket pins?



On Sat, 15 Apr 1995, David Feldman wrote:

> I'm resurrecting an old TR4, and I've been discovering a number of cases of
> dirty tube sockets (that is, the sockets make poor contact with the tube
> pins in some cases). This turned out to be the cause of supposedly "dead"
> finals. Also, because of the weird series/parallel arrangement of tube
> filaments in the TR4, the problem nearly destroyed a few of the tubes
> by filament overvoltage!
> 
> Anyway, all of these tubes are the "miniature" type with the heavy solid
> wire pins. Does someone have advice on how to clean the socket contacts?
> 
> 73 Dave WB0GAZ dgf@netcom.com

My first thought, a round wooden toothpick, dipped in Cramolin Red and 
twirled between the fingers a few times in each socket contact.
Then inspect each contact with a loupe or magnifying headband and if any 
are spread apart, **CAREFULLY** bend them closed using a straight dental 
probe or similar tool. Beware of breaking out the edge of the ceramic or 
plastic around the socket holes.

Dave Creek, NH6BA
Ewa Beach, HI
dcreek@pixi.com


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 04:48:59 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 00:05:39 -0500
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9504142243.A12330-0100000@netcom9>
From: paul Veltman <veltman@netcom.com>
Subject: Looking for receivers

Gang,
I would someday like to get my hands on a couple of old WWII era 
receivers, an ARR-5 and an ARR-7.   I haven't seen any of these in 
years.  Anybody have a clue?

Thanks,

Paul WA6OKQ

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 16:22:17 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 12:27:50 -0500
Message-Id: <9504151025.AA10712@thrall.pgtp.varian.com>
From: "Paul Thekan" <pt@pgtp.varian.com>
Subject: MILITARY RADIO BONEYARDS ?

To the Group

               
                    Does any body know of a final resting place for this
type of  gear  that would still have the steel chests that  where used
in the vehicles to house radios the likes of the BC 191, BC 312 , BC 223
?   Any wooden chests ?

                    I am trying to locate these chests  to be used in 
my WC 58 Radio / Command Car and SCR 399 radio shelter. Any help would
be appreciated.

                                                Thankyou        Paul    
N6FEG
Paul Thekan N6FEG
PT@pgtp.varian.com 



From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 02:36:44 1995
Date: Fri, 14 Apr 1995 23:50:02 -0500
Message-Id: <Pine.BSI.3.91.950414094455.2414A-100000@laurel.us.net>
From: Tony Stalls <ras@us.net>
Subject: Re: Morse

On Thu, 13 Apr 1995, terry murphy wrote:
 
> Dumbing Down

Terry, 

Thanks for posting the editorial piece from the Herald.  I will take a
copy of your message to our QCWA chapter's executive committee meeting
next week.  I'm sure that although it preaches to the choir in that group,
its message will be appreciated. 

Several of us have been screaming about the dumbing down of amateur radio
and pretty much what we've gotten back has ranged from resignation to an
alleged (and hopefully spurious) fact that dumbed down is inevitable to
outright "flames".  Some folks are actually offended that any such defense
of that traditional amateur radio would even be mentioned, even though in
this forum it's very much the reason that many of us appreciate our
beloved boatanchors so much.  We talk about future BA value, but unless
something is done to reverse this slippery slide toward expanding the 11
meter band, nobody much is going to be around who appreciates anything but
the latest gee-gaw appliance from Japan. 

The last line, "If we drop all the hard things as learning requirements,
can flabby, undisciplined thinking be far behind ?", says it all and 
explains why Forest Gump has become a national hero.  Folks seem to 
actually believe that stupidity shouldn't be a barrier to achievement.

I was talking to an old friend at the FCC over lunch a couple of weeks ago
and he told me something that I found quite bothersome.  He said that the
Commission no longer regards the amateur radio community as a national
technical resource.  While he wasn't talking specifically about the code
requirement, he did mention it as another sign of the lower entry
standards.  Being a ham used to mean something, particularly when the
Extra Class was the toughest exam the FCC administered, but sadly it
doesn't any more. 

My bottom line is that we need to get off our rear-ends and do something
about it, and NOW, or we can kiss it any future generation's appreciation
of the hobby and along with it, our BA's, goodbye.  However, I have become
so cynical over being ignored that I don't think that very many will.  

73,

Tony

  +---------------------------------+---------------+------------+
  | Richard A. (Tony) Stalls, K4KYO | Arlington, VA | ras@us.net |
  +---------------------------------+---------------+------------+




From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 04:37:52 1995
Date: Fri, 14 Apr 1995 23:55:23 -0500
Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9504142152.A12330-0100000@netcom9>
From: paul Veltman <veltman@netcom.com>
Subject: Re: Morse

> > 
> Can this reasoning be used as an afirmative defence with the California 
> or Federal IRS to a munged tax return?
> 
Dave,
There are only two standard defenses to the IRS.  First, you take 3 or 4 
little kids to the office audit with you and then sit there and do 
business with the agent while the kids tear up their office.  The second 
defence is to sit there and BS with the agent until 4:30.  The press for 
a negotiated settlement.  As we all know, the bell around there rings at 
5:00, and most of them sneak out early, so the guy should be anxious to 
settle. :-)

Aloha,
Paul

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 06:45:17 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 01:58:03 -0500
Message-Id: <Pine.SUN.3.91.950414201824.1092A-100000@kahuna>
From: Jeffrey Herman <jeffrey@math.hawaii.edu>
Subject: Re: Morse

You folks are missing out on the greatest ham radio debate of this
century. I am talking about the Usenet newsgroups rec.radio.amateur.misc
and rec.radio.amateur.policy, where we constantly debate this topic
(the dumbing down of amateur radio [and education in general]). 

My reputation is not one to be admired, for I have been one of the
strongest and loudest advocates with regard to keeping the code
tests, requiring more theory, and eliminating public access to
the question and answer pool. I have scars from the 3rd degree
flames I've received the past few years.

Knowing I was asking for thrown rocks I recently mentioned that
I don't consider someone an  Extra if they passed the 20wpm
code exam by `filling in the blanks'. Passing 20wpm means one
minute of error-free copy. Period.

In response, I received an email from a VE who mentioned no one he's
tested for Extra has passed on copy; they do fine on the fill-in-the-
blank, yet their copy sheet rarely contains one complete word.

What's frightening in this revelation is that passing the 
amateur 20wpm test gives the examinee credit towards the
commercial radiotelegraph code exam. (Maybe this is the 
real reason code is being phased out of the maritime
service!)

I teach mathematics for the University of Hawaii. It's
too depressing to relate how ill-prepared today's students
are for college. As a result, we end up having to lower
course standards. Worse yet, next semester I'll be teaching
at a small private university; the chair told me in no
uncertain terms that their financial survival is completely
dependent upon the students' tuition, ``...so we don't 
give F's here.''  Sickening.

Blah,
Jeff NH6IL (ex WA6QIJ)


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 16:28:34 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 12:31:33 -0500
Message-Id: <m0s0B4Y-000HvlC@beacons.cts.com>
From: kevin@beacons.cts.com (Kevin Sanders)
Subject: Re: Morse

[Terry.Murphy]
> >Dumbing Down
> ..
> >     Getting a First Class badge in the boy scouts was made much easier
> >some years ago when the requirements for learning morse code was dropped.
> >Before that change, many a boy remained a Second Class scout for his
> >unwillingness to learn dots and dashes.
> >
[Larry Kenan]
> 
> For that matter, I don't really remember having to learn Morse code for my 
> First Class badge in Boy Scouts either, was that a requirement circa 1949? I 
> do remember some nonsense with semaphore flags. When was the last time that 
> you were able to use that knowledge? I thought the Morse requirement was for 
> the Communications merit badge.

You're right, Larry.  The only requirement for any class of Scout was a
certain number of merit badges (there may have been some required and some
elective though).  I still remember learning the Morse code with my dad
tutoring me for the Communications merit badge (no easy feat without a
practice oscillator); it stuck with me long enough to make re-learning it
for my General 20+ years later a breeze.

FWIW, the Boy Scouts have had a bad rap in the press in the last few years
and have to some degree succumbed to the PC lemmings.  I don't think I'd
put my kids (if I had any) through the Scouts now, even though I achived
the rank of eagle back then.  Too many watchers and meddlers now.

73,                               _______________
                                 | 0  ___ ___ .. |
    Kevin Sanders, KN6FQ (SDG)   | o, \_/ \_/ .o |      Try Boatanchors
    kevin@beacons.cts.com        | o,, @ o @ ,,o |      For A Real Lift
                                 |_______________|

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 16:52:51 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 11:38:39 -0500
Message-Id: <9504151600.AA27980@uvs1.orl.mmc.com>
From: padgett@tccslr.dnet.mmc.com (A. Padgett Peterson, P.E. Information Security)
Subject: Re: Morse

Sorry to diverge so far from BA, but to me this is critical.

>The last line, "If we drop all the hard things as learning requirements,
>can flabby, undisciplined thinking be far behind ?", says it all and 
>explains why Forest Gump has become a national hero.  Folks seem to 
>actually believe that stupidity shouldn't be a barrier to achievement.

IMNSHO it is not a barrier to achievement but that is no reason to lower 
standards. Just let me toss out two anecdotes for thought (was once told that
I always speak in parables 8*/.

1) From "The Great Race" - Tony Curtis speaking to Natalie Wood after 
   relieving her of her foil in a fencing sally: "Ah, but you were the
   *woman's* fencing champion."

2) In the late seventies, complex military weapons such as the F-16 were
   being designed to the lowest common denominator so that the dumbest
   pilot could not hurt it. Literally, we were building fighters with
   governors that, unlike the M-1 tank, could not be removed (anyone here
   remember "battle short" switches ? Guess that is an allied topic 8*).

   A small group of radical engineers, mostly who had received free trips
   trips to exotic places courtesy of Uncle Sugar previously, made the top
   brass/management very unhappy but asking the nasty question "What are
   these bl**dy things for ?"

   Consider the following not unlikely scenario in those distant dark days:
   (during the Iranian crisis my home was about five miles from a SAC base.
   In those days you could buy open refundable airline tickets. My family had 
   a set with strict orders that if the Soviets crosed the Afghan/Iranian
   border, they were to be on the first plane to South Florida where my 
   family lives. They were not to wait for me. Alarmist, possibly, but was
   cheap insurance. Rationale: Iran was unstable. If Soviet dominated, the
   Persian gulf would be under their control. If Washington went to war
   over Iraq/Kuwait what would its reaction be to that possibility ?). 

   Consider a Backfire with nuclear weapons is headed at max-AB for
   a population center. An F-16 with Stingers is just out of range. Is it
   worth the destruction of the airframe to put the Stingers into range ?
   
   As a result, the F-16 has an "overdrive" position on the power lever.
   Pilots are instructed that if it is ever engaged, to land the plane
   immediately, a full inspection of the engine is to be made, and
   they had better have a d*mn good reason. Haven't seen a production
   version so suspect there may be a removable block-off plate there
   in peacetime. A few people who were not "designated heros" also left 
   GD-Fort Worth shortly thereafter. I grew up in Florida anyway.

   Bottom line: we have so many needs that there is a place for every
   intelligence level above that of a turnip (and we send those to 
   Washington 8*). In some jobs, excess intelligence is a detriment
   and can be disruptive (in combat, it is more important for a squad
   to do everything together than to always make the best posible choice.
   Often *speed* of response is paramount.) Some places brilliance is a 
   luxury, for others it is required (essentially tactical response vs 
   strategic planning). The important thing is to know when something is a 
   luxury we cannot afford. Vandals at the gates and all that.

							Warmly,
								Padgett


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 17:00:46 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 10:45:42 -0500
Message-Id: <Pine.BSI.3.91.950415094546.5783B-100000@laurel.us.net>
From: Tony Stalls <ras@us.net>
Subject: Re: Morse 

On Fri, 14 Apr 1995, Jeffrey Herman wrote:

> You folks are missing out on the greatest ham radio debate of this
> century. I am talking about the Usenet newsgroups rec.radio.amateur.misc
> and rec.radio.amateur.policy, where we constantly debate this topic
> (the dumbing down of amateur radio [and education in general]). 


I have no interest in debating the code issue, particularly with the
"dumbed down" themselves. However, I have nothing against them
individually for having taken advantage of the program.  Actually, I
harbor more animosity for those who earned their amateur privileges in the
traditional way (i.e. learned code and theory rather than specific answers
to test questions) who won't do anything toward helping take remedial
action before it's too late. 

There is very good reason to believe that traditional amateur radio is on
its way out.  As of last Fall, the codeless "Technicians" already numbered
a full third of all licensees and that class has only been available for
four years.  Further, the FCC has repeatedly stated that they will respond
to the wants and needs of the amateurs (see the Vanity Call Sign news
release for example) and where I come from, the majority rules.  Kiss it
goodbye when that happens! 

Mr. Hundt's Commission has already dismissed the amateur radio community
as being a national technical resource, and probably with good cause.  In
that vein, I find it ironic that in a recent article on APCO Project 25
(QST, May 1995, p. 57), the reference to amateur radio's having played
"key roles" mentioned only Stu Meyer, W2GHK.  The irony is that Stu died
about a year ago. 

Before I get "flamed" again for allegedly irritating my fellow
boatanchorites by mentioning this topic, let me say that being someone who
has as much appreciation and admiration for BA's as anybody (and is also a
cash donor in support of the Boatanchor list), this is a subject that is
more vital to this aspect of the hobby than most others and censoring its
discussion is tantamount to telling someone they are out of order for
being off-topic when they alert a meeting that the building is on fire. 
As I've said before, almost none of the newcomers have any interest in the
old gear, so we're very likely to be a "last man out" group.  If that
happens, "Dumbed Down" will be an appropriate epitaph for the Boatanchor
tombstone. 

Believe me, traditional amateur radio as we know it is on the cusp of
becoming a thing of the past and the Commission is very much on the road
to making it so.  Particularly since Hundt became Chairman, they have
often stated that one of their policy objectives is to give the largest
number of people who want it access to the spectrum.  How many of the
masses that flood the ham bands do you suppose will care anything about
bringing this old gear back to life?  What do you suppose the demand (and
price) for our treasures will be ten years or so from now and what do you
suppose the odds would be for eventually creating enough demand for
anybody in the US to go back into tube production?  

OK, so what do we do about it?  Well, for one thing, we can reply to FCC
proposed rule changes and vehemently (but politely) oppose further
softening access to the amateur bands.  For another, we who are members of
the ARRL and other organizations can protest policies that support further
"dumbing down" of amateur radio and encourage a return to traditonal
values.  Also, there has been some talk of forming an organization to
specifically preserve traditional amateur radio.  If that comes to
fruition, supporting that effort could go a long way since the FCC pays
more attention to organizations represented by "correct" law firms than
they do individuals. 

The bottom line is that whatever we do, we have to do it NOW.  Otherwise,
it'll be too late.  

73,

Tony

  +---------------------------------+---------------+------------+
  | Richard A. (Tony) Stalls, K4KYO | Arlington, VA | ras@us.net |
  +---------------------------------+---------------+------------+



From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 19:30:25 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 16:25:36 -0500
Message-Id: <199504152125.QAA11640@uro.theporch.com>
From: Jack Taylor <n7oo@hereford.ampr.org>
Subject: Re: Morse

>> > 
>> Can this reasoning be used as an afirmative defence with the California 
>> or Federal IRS to a munged tax return?
>> 
>Dave,
>There are only two standard defenses to the IRS.  First, you take 3 or 4 
>little kids to the office audit with you and then sit there and do 
>business with the agent while the kids tear up their office.  The second 
>defence is to sit there and BS with the agent until 4:30.  The press for 
>a negotiated settlement.  As we all know, the bell around there rings at 
>5:00, and most of them sneak out early, so the guy should be anxious to 
>settle. :-)
>
>Aloha,
>Paul
>

For those in the Tucson area, I have a couple of grand children that should 
bring near-guaranteed results!  :-)

73 de Jack


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 05:07:55 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 00:33:11 -0500
Message-Id: <950415053027_72411.533_HHB38-1@CompuServe.COM>
From: Joe Roberts <72411.533@compuserve.com>
Subject: Need resto tip

 
While reading the article on Signal Shifters in the latest ER, I glanced
over at the 1938 "Drifter" up on the shelf and an old question reappeared in
my mind:
 
How can I get rid of the discolorations that appear on clear laquered,
brushed gold anodized panels? My Signal Shifter has this problem and I have
seen otherwise clean old Fisher FM tuners suffering from this ugly
affliction. Usually gold finishes are more boogered up than silver for some
reason, although I have seen discolored silver brushed anodized panels with
the same problem. The Signal Shifter has silkscreened lettering on the
panel. This probably argues against a strip to bare metal treatment which
might work on engraved panels.
 
Any suggestions from the restoration meisters in the group would be greatly
appreciated.
 
Joe N4WQC



From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 16:38:45 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 12:04:37 -0500
Message-Id: <9504151202.0GWLC00@tpoint.com>
From: joe.roberts@tpoint.com
Subject: NEW TUBES



I'm pretty excited about WECOs return to tube manufacture,
being an audio geek and all. But I can't get too excited about
ANY tube that costs $350 a whack.

There are some interesting things going on for those of
us bottom trawlers used to picking up firebottles for less than
the cost of a Hickok tube tester from Tucker. 

Svetlana, the people who brought us Ruskie RF Pride 811s have some
interesting things going on. George Badger, President of Svetlana,
is an old timer from Eimac. A bunch of audio geeks like me have been leaning
on him to bring in some cool audio glass. And it seems to be working.

Just recently, George sent me some sample Russian 6B4-Gs. They look and measure
pretty good. The 6B4-G was a live item in Svetlana's Russian language catalog
under a Cyrillic number. Who knows what else they can get? After all, many of
the ex-USSR mil rigs are dead ripoffs of old lend-lease equipment from
the US. Might have stacks of drop-in replacements for 1L6 for the TO heads,
sweep tubes for the Swan and Drake guys, and so on. As far as I can tell,
nobody in the US part of the operation really combed the Russian catalog to
match up Russian tubes with US experimenter needs.

One thing Svetlana is doing is special 811 variants with amp factors
of 3 and 10, called SV811-3 and SV811-10. These are hard glass enveloped,
ceramic based bottles made in Russias top transmitting tube plant. The tubes
use a zirconium getter that continues to outgas the tube throughout its 
operational life. In short, it's a serious tube-- better than audio geeks
are used to cause it's not just a beefed up receiving tube like a 6550.
Projected retail-- 30 skins each.

I'm willing to look at reasonable cost imports if there ain't no US glass
to be had. Ruskie 12AX7s, 6922s, 6550WBs, etc. are not bad at all and the
price is within reason for a confirmed dumpster diving weasel like myself. 

You can thank the audio geeks for something. As important a part of
Western Civilization as our Boatanchor activities are, I don't see any
foreign governments or multinational corporations rushing to make 7360s
or 3TF4s to keep US happy. 

Joe Roberts N4WQC





From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 20:07:00 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 16:51:57 -0500
Message-Id: <9504152142.AA28675@uvs1.orl.mmc.com>
From: padgett@tccslr.dnet.mmc.com (A. Padgett Peterson, P.E. Information Security)
Subject: RE: NEW TUBES

Joe rites:
> Might have stacks of drop-in replacements for 1L6 for the TO heads,
>sweep tubes for the Swan and Drake guys, and so on. As far as I can tell,
>nobody in the US part of the operation really combed the Russian catalog to
>match up Russian tubes with US experimenter needs.

For various reasons (was once associated with "Futility Aircraft"), I have 
some ability to read technical electronic documents/specifications in 
Cyrillic languages. If you could send a copy of the catalogue in St. Cyril's 
best, I'll make a stab at translating the specs into JANese. Will do any 
"1"s first though 8*).
						Warmly,
							Padgett


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 15:23:48 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 10:33:57 -0500
Message-Id: <9504151532.AA00347@rgfn.epcc.Edu>
From: ad184@rgfn.epcc.edu (Dale N Richardson)
Subject: Shack cleaning


A friend of mine is cleaning out his shack and has the
following stuff to sell. Please contact him to negotiate
prices and shipping by landline as he does not have Internet
access. 
1. Central Electronics Model 20A Multiphase exciter. 160-10 Meters
   with manual. Good condition.
2. Central Electronics Model 458 VFO for above. Looks like ARC-5
   with Central Electronics front panel. with manual. 
3. WRL Globe Model LA-1 Linear amplifier. 160-6meters. 420w pep
   with manual. looks rough.
Please contact: Joe Oberndorfer, KK5JX at (915) 755-8558.
Thanks...Dale Richardson, AA5XE

--
Dale N. Richardson

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 01:29:30 1995
Date: Fri, 14 Apr 1995 22:46:19 -0500
Message-Id: <Pine.SUN.3.91.950414203510.23220B-100000@coyote.rain.org>
From: "Ray L. Mote" <rmote@rain.org>
Subject: Re: Transformer Identifying

Sure wish they'd been a little heavier on rules of thumb in engineering 
school!  I could have used that.  Seem to remember similar advice 
somewhere in the ARRL Handbooks of the early Sixties or so.  Shame the 
Handbook got crudded up along about the late Seventies.  It never really 
recovered (in my humble opinion).  

Good to hear from you.  I've really enjoyed both the content and tone of 
your comments in this group.  As the "new kid on the block", I've tried 
to suppress my natural tendency to butt in and say things which 
invariably turn out to be dumb.  Hope to retire in another three years 
and *really* enjoy the Internet, chasing/working on WW2 gear, etc.


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 21:52:39 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 19:23:48 -0500
Message-Id: <950415202136_84493355@aol.com>
From: Scgilstrap@aol.com
Subject: Re: Transformer Identifying

Thanks to all for the responses about my former mystery transformer,
the CRV 30790.  A lot of good suggestions are now filed away in my
transformer folder.  (Backed up on floppy of course and soon to a hard
copy when I get back to work and use the laser printer.)  This group
makes a great Hints and Kinks manual for Boatanchors.

Tnx de Stan  -  WB5LBH


From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 19:53:18 1995
Date: Sat, 15 Apr 1995 14:10:44 -0500
Message-Id: <950415150844_84258706@aol.com>
From: KD0HG@aol.com
Subject: Western Electric Toobes

A question appeared here as to who was making the new tubes. Answer.... It is
a subsidary company of Western Electric called WESTREX (Western Electric
Export Company).  They are, as I said, using the original WECO materials,
processes, specifications and boxes. As far as I know, there is no connection
whatsoever to AT&T other than the name of the office building they occupy.
Also see comments posted here by joe.roberts@tpoint.com... Happy Trails,
 <bill>

From boatanchors@theporch.com  Sat Apr 15 04:41:51 1995
Date: Fri, 14 Apr 1995 23:58:28 -0500
Message-Id: <9504150455.AA03819@texan.frco.com>
From: bill@texan.frco.com (William Hawkins)
Subject: Re:  When all the tubes are gone...

Well, nobody's picked up on my suggestion to open hi-end audio repair
shops.  Maybe it's the Easter weekend.  Consider this scenario:

Person with more money than engineering sense: "My hi-end amplifier
sounds different, somehow.  Can you help?"

Shopkeeper: "Ah, so.  Your VT4C/211's are too weak for use below 20
meters - ah, I mean kiloHertz.  I'll just replace them with these
VV30B's at $380 each, and she'll be right again.  Oh, and there's
just a little corrosion on these four ought speaker terminals.  A
little Deoxit will fix that, at $50 per shot."

Person wmmtes: "Wow, that sounds much better - almost as if the
improvement was proportional to the amount of money I paid for it."

Person leaves, shopkeeper adds VT4C's to pile of spares to be sold
to hams at reasonable prices.


Please excuse the waste of bandwidth, I really shouldn't be allowed
near a keyboard while in this state.

Bill Hawkins   bill@bvc.frco.com

